Supplementary Table 2. Forest Plots and Doi Plots of Pooled Prevalence

Bullying Bullying types Forest plots Doi plots

Study Prev (95% Cl) % Weight
Bearetal, 2015 | ——a— 030 ( 019, 0.43) 45
Bitsika & Sharpley, 2014 . 083 ( 0.71, 0.93) 4.4
Blake et al., 2012 — 054 ( 0.44, 0.63) 4.7
Campbell et al., 2017 —t 059 ( 0.49, 0.68) 4.7
Cappadocia et al., 2012 —— 077 (0.71, 0.83) 47 LFK index: 4.2 (Major asymmetry)
Carter, 2009 —_— 065 ( 0.48, 0.80) 4.3
Chen & Schwartz, 2012 _— 064 ( 0.44, 0.82) 4.1 s
Chiu et al., 2018 - 083 ( 0.79, 0.86) 4.8
Hebron & Humphrey, 2014 —_— 0.78 ( 0.70, 0.85) 4.7
Rieffe et al., 2012 —=— | 0.96 (089, 0.99) 46 _
(1) Rose et al., 2015b . 0.68 ( 056, 0.79) 4.5 g
Rowley etal., 2012 ——— 072 ( 0.63, 0.81) 4.6 3
Sterzing et al., 2012 - 046 ( 0.43, 0.50) 4.8 N
General Twyman etal., 2010 | ——s——— 0.29 ( 0.14, 0.46) 43 -
Lo . Ung etal., 2015 —= | 096 (091, 1.00) 46
victimization van Roekel et al., 2010 —— 030 ( 0.24, 0.36) 4.8
van Schalkwyk et al., 2017 B — 055 ( 037, 0.71) 43
Wainscot et al., 2008 ——=—— | 090 (076, 099) 42
Weiss et al., 2015 J 071 ( 0.62, 0.80) 4.6
Zablosky et al., 2013 - 038 ( 0.35, 0.41) 48
Zeedyk et al., 2014 — 075 ( 0.61, 0.87) 4.4 2
Tadaetal., 1998 — 079 ( 0.69, 0.88) 4.6 Double Arcsin Prevalence
Overall —~ 067 ( 0.57, 0.76) 100.0
Q=777.53, p=0.00, 12=97%
02 04 06 08 1
Prevalence
LFK index: 2.77 (Major asymmetry)
Study Prev (95% Cl) % Weight o .
Adams et al., 2016 . 017 (014, 0.21) 110
Bear et al., 2015 —t 033 (022, 0.46) 10.2
Tl . Bitsika & Sharpley, 2014 — = | 060 (045 073 9.9
VI ctimization Campbell et al., 2017 J P 0.35 ( 0.26, 0.44) 105 _
2 Cappadocia et al., 2012 — 042 ( 035, 0.49) 10.8 g
Carter, 2009 - 047 ( 030, 0.64) 95 8
. Kloosterman et al., 2013 — 029 ( 012, 0.49) 9.0 N
Phys|ca| Storch et al,, 2012 | = 0.00 ( 0.00, 0.03) 10.2 =
Wainscot et al., 2008 — 017 ( 005, 032) 93
victimization Zeedyk etal., 2014 — 051 ( 035, 0.68) 9.6
Overall i 0.30 ( 0.19, 0.44) 100.0
Q=141.63, p=0.00, 12=94%
0 02 04 06
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Double Arcsin Prevalence
Study Prev (95% CI) % Weight LK index: 2.28 (Major asymmety)
Adams et al., 2016 . 043 (038, 048) 102 0 o
Bear et al, 2015 —— 055 ( 043, 0.68) 8.2
Bitsika & Sharpley, 2014 — 063 ( 0.48, 0.76) 7.8
Campbell et al., 2017 e 052 (042, 0.61) 9.1
Cappadocia et al., 2012 — 068 ( 0.61, 0.75) 9.7 _
3 Carter, 2009 — - 044 ( 0.28, 0.61) 7.0 g
Chiu etal., 2018 —— 066 ( 0.62, 0.70) 10.3 8
Hwang et al., 2018 ——=—— | 078 (068 087) 86 N
Verbal Kloosterman etal,, 2013 | —— = | 042 (0.3, 062) 6.1 =
Nowell et al., 2014 — - 064 ( 052, 0.74) 86
F G H Wainscot et al., 2008 — 050 ( 0.32, 0.68) 6.7
victimization Zeedyk et al., 2014 —_—— 059 ( 0.44, 0.73) 7.6 °
overall f 058 ( 0.50, 0.65) 100.0
Q=85.42, p=0.00, 12=87%
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Supplementary Table 2. (Continued)

Bullying Bullying types

Forest plots

Doi plots

LFK index: 2,62 (Major asymmety)

Study Prev (95% CI)
Adams et al., 2016 —a] 031 ( 0.26, 0.35) 0
Bear et al., 2015 —t—— 0.45 ( 0.32, 0.57)
Bitsika & Sharpley, 2014 E — 0.48 ( 0.34, 0.62)
Campbell et al., 2017 — 0.37 ( 0.28, 0.46) 05
Cappadocia et al., 2012 —=— | 069 (062, 0.75) _
4 Carter, 2009 | —a—— 0.06 ( 0.00, 0.17) [
Chiu etal., 2018 —=— | 072 (0,69, 0.76) 8
R Kloosterman et al., 2013 —t 0.46 ( 0.26, 0.66) M
Relational Rose et al., 2015b i I 045 ( 0.34, 0.58) N
Storch et al., 2012 — 0.15 ( 0.07, 0.25)
P H Wainscot et al., 2008 — 0.17 ( 0.05, 0.32)
victimization Zeedyk etal, 2014 | —a—— 0.11 ( 0.03, 0.24)
Overall T T 036 (0.22, 0.51)
Q=338.35, p=0.00, 12=97%
0 02 0.4 06 1 2
Prevalence Double Arcsin Prevalence
LFK index: 1.58 (Minor asymmetry)
Study Prev(95% Cl) % Weight
Campbell et al., 2017 —— 013 ( 007, 0.21) 180
Cappadocia et al., 2012 —— 0.10 ( 0.06, 0.15) 21.1
Carter, 2009 — - 018 ( 011, 0.26) 18.0 T
(5) Kloosterman et al., 2013 | ————a———— 009 ( 0.01, 0.21) 109 g
Rose et al., 2015b — = | 029(0.18 040) 153 2
Cyber Ungetal., 2015 — 011 ( 005 0.19) 166 =
P H Overall P 0.5 ( 0.10, 0.20) 100.0
victimization Q=14.42, p=0.01, 12=65%
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Study 9% Weight
Campbell et al., 2017 ) 101
Chen & Schwartz, 2012 86
Hwang et al., 2018 10.0
Montes & Harterman, 2007 10.6
Rose et al., 2015b 9.8 T
(1) Rowley et al., 2012 10.1 g
Sterzing et al., 2012 10.7 kd
General Twyman et al., 2010 9.0 N
van Roekel et al., 2010 .40, 105
R Zablosky et al., 2013 - 009 ( 0.08, 0.11) 10.7
perPEtratl on Overall —— 029 (018, 0.42) 100.0
Q=351.92, p=0.00, 12=97%
0 02 04 06
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Double Arcsin Prevalence
p LFK index: -2.79 (Major asymmety)
Study Prev(95%Cl) % Weight 0.4
Campbell et al., 2017 —a— 0.15 ( 0.09, 0.23) 267 06
Hwang et al., 2018 —a— 0.38 (028, 0.49) 263 _
(2) Kloosterman et al., 2013 | ————— 013 (002, 029) 215 g 08
Rose et al., 2015b ——®——— | 047 (035 059 256 E 1
Physical T
Overall 0.27 (012, 0.46) 100.0
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Q=27.04, p=0.00, 12=89%
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Supplementary Table 2. (Continued)

Bullying Bullying types

Forest plots

Doi plots

LFK index: 1.20 (Minor asymmetry)

Study; - Prev(95%Cl) % Weight
Campbell et al., 2017 —m— 015 ( 0.09, 0.23) 347
Hwang et al., 2018 — W | 052 (042 063) 344 -
(3) Kloosterman et al., 2013 017 ( 0.04, 0.35) 308 g
N
Verbal Overall 0.26 ( 0.04, 056) 100.0
perpetrati on Q=32.41, p=0.00, 12=94%
02 0.4 06
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Double Arcsin Prevalence
Perpetration
LFK index: 046 (No asymmetry)
Study, - Prev (95% CI) % Weight
Campbelletal, 2017 | —fl— 004 (001, 009) 356
Kloosterman et al., 2013 013 ( 0.02, 029) 29.9 -
(4) Rose et al., 2015b — @ | 027(017, 039 345 §
H N
Relatlonal overall 012 ( 0.00, 0.32) 100.0
perpetrati on Q=19.49, p=0.00, 12=90%
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0.6
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Campbell et al., 2017 — 017 ( 0.11, 0.25) 246 1
(1) Chen & Schwartz, 2012 — | 052(032 071) 149 _ 12
Sterzingetal., 2012 | 009 ( 0.07, 0.11) 302 L 14
Perepetration- General Zablosky etal, 2013 | 006 ( 004, 007) 204 8L
= 18
victimization perpetra|0n_ Overall|  ~egm— 0.14 ( 0.08, 0.22) 100.0 2
A ! Q=45.33, p=0.00, 12=93% 22
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